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have been granted away by special compact1. Each of
these,conclusions rests upon analogical reasoning; and
the fact that the same method can in different minds
lead to mutually contradictory results raises a strong
suspicion that it is not well adapted to the solution of
the present problem. I venture to think that both the
theories which it is used to support will fail to stand the
test of a detailed examination.

The validity of the argument that the Suez Canal is
in International Law an arm of the sea depends entirely
upon the assumption that we may disregard a number of
very important facts connected with it when we come to
consider its legal aspects. But can we safely do so? In
reasoning from analogy it is necessary to be on our guard
against ignoring circumstances that are material to the
issue. We might, for instance, establish a very satisfac-
tory connexion between mankind and birds, on the
ground that both are bipeds, if we left out of considera-
tion the fact that men are featherless. But seeing that
nature has not endowed them with the means of flying, the
analogy breaks down completely. In the same way we
shall find that analogical reasoning gives us little help in
dealing with the Suez Canal. Doubtless, if all we need
lay stress upon is that it connects two parts of the ocean^
and is wholly in the territory of one power, we are justi-
fied in concluding that it must be treated in law as a
narrow arm of the sea. But surely the fact that it is an
artificial channel must count for a great deal. Everyone
would admit that a road across the Isthmus of Suez
would be under the complete control of the territorial
power: and it is difficult to see why the rights of the

1 See Article by M. L. Renault in La Loi, August, 1882.